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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
03/02/2009 has been entered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Claims 1,4, and 26-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Thomson et al. (U.S. Patent No. 7,139,766 B 2) in view of 
Sathvanaravan (U.S. Patent No. 6,691,106 B1). 



As to claim 1 , Thomson et al. discloses a computer-implemented method of 
programmatically building a query user interface to build a query command to query 
content of a Web page, wherein the webpage lacks a query user interface, further 
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comprising (See column 17, lines 12-35, wherein "lacks a query user interface" implies 
no data is available until the report is generated according to user's query definition): 

programmatically determining, based on the specified content values, a plurality 
of content types corresponding thereto (see column 5, lines 61-67, column 13, lines 28- 
41); 

using the programmatically-determined current context and at least one of the 
programmatically-determined content types to consult a lookup component which 
obtains at least two query parameter names to display on the programmatically-built 
query user interface (See column 7, lines 1-19 and figure 9, wherein "query parameter 
name" is taken to be a column heading); 

programmatically identifying, for each of the obtained query parameter names, at 
least one selectable query qualifier corresponding thereto, wherein each of the 
selectable query qualifiers indicates a particular comparison to be performed when 
subsequently qualifier usable in selected ones of the content values to that query 
parameter name (See column 17, lines 12-35); 

programmatically identifying, for each of the obtained query parameter names, at 
least one selectable parameter value usable corresponding thereto (See column 17, 
lines 35-45, wherein a query condition is built); 

programmatically building a plurality of query parameters by associating, with 
each of the obtained query parameter names, each of the at least one programmatically 
identified selectable query qualifiers corresponding thereto and each of the at least one 
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programmatically-identified selectable parameter values corresponding thereto (See 
column 7, lines 1-19); and 

displaying on the query user interface, for each of the programmatically-built 
query parameters, the obtained query parameter name, a first selector for selecting one 
of the at least one query qualifiers associated therewith and a second selector for 
selecting least one of the at least one parameter values associated therewith (See 
column 13, lines 20-25, wherein "for selecting" is interpreted as intended use and it is 
suggest that it is replaced with "to select", and wherein "query parameter name" is taken 
to be a column heading); and 

accepting input from the user to build the query command to query the Web 
page, further comprising (See column 13, lines 28-35): 

accepting, from the user for each of at of the displayed query parameter names, 
one of the associated query qualifiers selected by the user with the first selector and at 
least one of the associated parameter values selected by the user with the second 
selector; and programmatically building the query command to specify, for each of the 
displayed query parameter names, the selected query qualifier and each of the at least 
one selected parameter values (See column 26, lines 5-30, and wherein "query 
parameter name" is taken to be a column heading). 

Thomson et al. teaches the claimed invention but does not specifically teach: 

programmatically determining a current context of a user of a device on which 
the Web page is rendered, the current context comprising at least one of: 

an identification of the user; 
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a role of the user; 

the device used by the user; and 

a geographical location of the user; 

programmatically determining a plurality of content values specified in the Web 

page. 

Sathvanaravan teaches programmatically determining a current context of a user 
of a device on which the Web page is rendered (see column 7, lines 5-15), the current 
context comprising at least one of: 

an identification of the user; 

a role of the user; 

the device used by the user; and 

a geographical location of the user; (See column 6, lines 2-9, and see column 7, 
lines 5-15); 

programmatically determining a plurality of content values specified in the Web 
page (See column 5, lines 4-20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the invention of Thomson et al. by the teachings 
of Sathvanaravan to include programmatically determining user's device location for 
better and more accurate rendering of display results and ease of data customization. 



Claims 27 and 28 are essentially the same as claim 1 except that they set forth 
the claimed invention as a system and a computer program product and are rejected for 
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As to claim 4, Thomson et al. as modified discloses further comprising: 

programmatically identifying at least one query extension parameter for the query 
command, responsive to a request from the user using the programmatically- 
determined current context and at least one of the obtained query parameter names to 
consult a mapping, thereby obtaining a related query parameter name (See Thomson et 
aL column 1 3, lines 20-25, and see Sathvanaravan column 9, lines 1 -1 0); 

programmatically identifying at least one selectable query qualifier corresponding 
to the obtained related query parameter name, wherein each of the selectable query 
qualifiers indicates a particular comparison to be performed if subsequently comparing 
selected ones of the content values to the obtained related query parameter name (See 
Thomson et al. column 13, lines 20-25, wherein "if is conditional phrase and should be 
replaced with "when", and see Sathvanaravan column 8, lines 21-36); 

programmatically identifying at least one selectable parameter value 
corresponding to the obtained related query parameter name (See Thomson et al. 
column 18, lines 1-24, wherein "name" is in fact the source of the data); and 

programmatically building the query extension parameter by associating, with the 
obtained related query parameter name, the programmatically-identified at least one 
selectable query qualifier corresponding thereto and each of the at least one 
programmatically-identified selectable parameter values corresponding thereto (See 
Thomson et al. column 6, lines 44-67); and 
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wherein the displaying further comprises also displaying the programmatically- 
built query extension parameter for each of the at least one programmatically-identified 
query extension parameters as additional ones of the programmatically-built query 
parameters (See Thomson et al. column 6, lines 44-67). 

As to claim 26, Thomson et al. as modified discloses programmatically 
determining preferences of the user and wherein the using the programmatically 
determined current context and at least one of the programmatically determined content 
types further comprises using the programmatically determined preferences of the user 
to consult the lookup component (See Thomson et al. column 5, lines 61-67, column 13, 
lines 28-41 , column 7, lines 1 -1 9 and figure 9 and See Sathvanaravan column 6, lines 
2-9, and see column 7, lines 5-15). 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 03/02/2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In these arguments applicant relies on the amended claims and not the original 

ones. 

Applicant argues that Thomson and Sathyanarayan do not teach or suggest 
"programmatically building a query user interface to build a query command to query 
content of a Web page, wherein the webpage lacks a query user interface." 
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In response to the preceding arguments, first of all examiner would like to point 
out that that applicants specification does not contain any description of building a query 
user interface and wherein the webpage lacks a query user interface. As described in 
paragraph 0048 of the specification and figures 8-1 1 , applicant only describes 
populating query user interface with parameter values and/or candidate extensions. 
Therefore examiner equates the populating query user interface to build a query user 
interface. 

In view of this interpretation Thomson et al. teaches programmatically building a 
query user interface to build a query command to query content of a Web page, wherein 
the webpage lacks a query user interface, further comprising (See column 17, lines 12- 
35, and column 6, lines 44-58). Therefore, Thomson teaches populating of graphical 
user interface to build a query based on the context of a user and wherein lacks a query 
user interface is interpreted as unpopulated query user interface. 

Further applicant argues that Thompson and Sathyanarayan do not teach or 
suggest "an identification of the user; a role of the user; the device used by the user; 
and a geographical location of the user." 

In response to the preceding arguments examiner respectfully submits that 
Thomson teaches "an identification of the user; a role of the user; the device used by 
the user; and a geographical location of the user" as extracted context is passed along 
with the target report. Metadata about the report includes, for example, a unique name 
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or identifier, location of the originating client , originating and target data sources and 
associated rules (See column 7, lines 8-11). 

Further, Sathyanarayan teaches "an identification of the user; a role of the user; 
the device used by the user; and a geographical location of the user" as the current user 
profile 140 is generated to produce the following information: (1) current interest 
category (based on pages visited, user clicks, text typed, etc.); (2) current user location , 
appointment status; and (3) the user's current goal (through detection of user interest, 
current category of browsing) (See column 6, lines 2-9, and see column 7, lines 5-15). 

Therefore both of the references disclose the location of the user. 



Contact Information 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to USMAAN SAEED whose telephone number is 
(571)272-4046. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on (571)272-3978. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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